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_ 8ECRET.

' January 31, 1973

| MEMORANDUM FOR THE VERIFICATION PANEL WORKING GROUP

SﬂBJECT:“SALT - NAC Coﬁsui@ation on FBS

: - The attached draft telegram to USNATQ has been
4 . prepared in light of discussion at the January 30
. verification Panel meeting., . Your comments and
clearance would be appreciated by no later than
close of business February 2,
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‘«: our gosture will be one essentially of listening to and

fff'éALT has developed and recapitulate position Soviets have
 }itéken. You should reemphasiie that our Fundamental objective

. in BALT TWO  remains to deal in a satlsfactory way with central

'-_replace interim freeze w;th agreement which provides for

" Approved For<eelease 2002/05/20 : CIA-RDP80T002944000300050004-3
| SECRET |

DRAFT TELEGRAM TO USNATO

SUBJECT: Consultations on FBS in SALT TWO

 REF: 'usNATo 440 and 444

L. We are prepared to partlclpate in. further NAC considera—

'tlon and discuzsion of handling of FBS problem in SALT, but
‘eliCLting Allies views on various ways of handling this
aubject and their respective merits and demerits,

E 2."USREP should recall how discussion of this subject within

‘EtratEglC systems (sLBMs, ICBMs and hedvy bonbers) and Lo

'satisfactory equality in these systems., The problem is
- whether and how we should deal with Soviet position that taking
t'fﬁs into account is eéssential element of any agreement dealing

‘with'central Bystens.

3; You should gtress that US has not repeat not made up its
‘mind’on either substancé'mr tactics of handling this guestion
fwhen SALT resumes., Allied views will7be an important element

in. maklng up .our minds on p051ttou we Ehdll take, since we
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' "matter and their viaws thereon a8 general background for our

Approved ForRelease 2002/05/20 : CIA-RDP80T0029ﬁ0003000500Q1—3

SECRET

recognize central importance of FBS prbblem;to our Allies.

| Wé do nét wish to také_lead in such discussion except in

- gense of describihg how situation has developed in psst
»'ueyotiatiEn - We do not wish at this time to point to any o
| partiaular way of deallng with this problem, on which

either NAC or we will be frozen. What weé wish 18 general

airlng of alternatlves that our Allies see for handling this

own pollcy cunslderatlons. Needlaess to say, when, with benefit

of this discus=ion,‘weiadopt & concrete negotiating approach

we would bring this before the Council:

'4. FYI. @ NAC endorsement of trying out é general non- c1rcuﬁventlon
formula some lee in resumed negotiations would appear to be

"no problem in light of past discussion. The timing and tactics

"of exploring such an'approach-wiﬁhvthe Russians would be left

to our discretion. We would not wish to indicate aupport

or rejection of such an approach. In final analysis, we
'woﬁld not.rpt not wish NAC discussion to develop in such a
WAy~Ehat we could ndt, should iE appear necessary or desirshle, = b
‘come back to NAC with another approach should non- clrcumvention {-
1‘formu3a be- UDPIOdqulVC in helpxng us achteve our SALT ncgotiating

:1ObJeCtiVGa. _END FYI
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